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A 'DMINISTRATIVE APPEAL DECISION NOTICE 










Appeal Control No.: 11-059-1 8R 
Charles J. Greenberg, Esq. 
3840.East Robinson Road - #3 18 
Amherst, NY 14228-2001 
October 12, 2018 revocation of release and imposition of a time assessment of 12 
months/DOCCS 90-Day Alt Treatment Program 
October 10, 2018 
Appellant's Briefreceived October 3, 2019 
Statement of the Appeals Unit's Findings and Recommendation 
Record_s relied upon: Notice of Violation, Violation of Release Report, Final Hearing Transcript, Parole 
Revocation Decision Notice 
Final The undersigned determine that the decision appealed is hereby: 
~ffirmed _ Reversed, remanded for de novo hearing _Reversed, violation vacated 
_Vacated for de novo review of time assessment only Modified to ___ _ 
~med _ Reversed, remanded fo r de novo hearing 
'---~ed fo< d• no•o covi<w ornme "'"'' m'"t only . 
.6mrmed _ Reversed, remand~d for de. novo hearing 
_ Reversed, violation vacated 
·Modified to ----
_ Reversed, violation -yacated 
_ Vacated for de nO\'O review of time assessment only Modified to ___ _ 
If the Finai Determination is at variance with Findings and Recommendatio.n of Appeals Unit, written · 
r:easons for the Parole Board' s determination must be annexed hereto. · 
. . - .-
This Final Determination, the related Statement of the Appeitls Unit's Findings and the separate findings of 
the Parole Board, if any, were mailed to the Inmate and the Inffiate's Counsel, i£any, on ;l\r))d-o+&~  . 
• ... ~ .y.,,. 
Distribution: Appeals Unit - Appellant - Appellant's Co~el - Inst. Parole Fil~ - Central File 
P-2002(B) (1112018) 
. . ...... - ; ... 
STATE OF NEW YORK – BOARD OF PAROLE 
APPEALS UNIT FINDINGS & RECOMMENDATION 
Name: Chrise, Richard DIN: 18-A-2598 
Facility: Released AC No.:  11-059-18 R 
    
Findings: (Page 1 of 1) 
 
Appellant challenges the October 12, 2018 determination of the administrative law judge 
(“ALJ”), revoking release and imposing a time assessment of 12 months/  
. The instant offense involved Appellant unlawfully sold cocaine to another 
person. The single parole revocation charge was for failing to complete  
, as evidenced by his removal 
from the program by the Evaluation Review Committee. Following a contested hearing, the ALJ 
sustained the charge. Appellant argues that the violation was not proved by a preponderance of the 
evidence. This argument is without merit. 
 
 A review of the record reveals that there was sufficient evidence to support sustaining the 
charge. The senior parole officer – who was chairing the Evaluation Review Committee at the time 
Appellant’s progress at  was reviewed – testified that the committee recommended 
Appellant be removed from the program based on a disciplinary report for fighting, to which 
Appellant pled guilty. (Tr. at 20 – 21.) 
 
Recommendation:  Affirm. 
